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ability of the bailor to third party beneficiaries and its ex-
traordinary extension to foreign injuries, the injured person
acquires a new and unexpected right. This decision has been
benevolently discussed by thoughtful writers under the sup-
position that a true and better justification of the statute
is that it may have been regarded as intended to induce rent-
ing companies to select their customers carefully.92 But, if so,
why should not a dealer selling cars be subjected to a similar
educational policy? There does not seem to exist any urgent
reason for interfering with conflicts law by unusual local
policies.
The famous rejection of the foreign liabilities of a ship-
owner for the negligence of a compulsory pilot in The Halley
and by the Reichsgericht93 have been ironically illuminated
by the English Pilotage Act of 1913, which introduced such
liability into the English law, and the Brussels Convention
of 1924 on the liability of owners of seagoing vessels, which
provided for liability in case of definitive international
arrangements.
8. Damages for Tort
At common law, the right to damages was regarded as
a remedy subject to the law of the forum,94 with the question-
able justification that it is a general right to recover such
damages as the court may choose to give. At present, how-
ever, excepting some doubts in England, prevailing opinion,
92 STUMBERG 184.5; HANCOCK 238.
93 Supra p. 242; see ROBERTSON, 4 Modern L. Rev, (1941) 33 n. 35.
94England; See, for example, Baschet v. London Illustrated Standard Co.
(1900) i Ch. D. 73 (Infringement of French copyright in France).
United States: MINOR 4885 Dorr Cattle Co. v. Des Moines Nat'l Bank
(1904) 127 Iowa 153, 98 N. W. 918, 102 N. W. 836, but evidently the court
disapproved of the Illinois liberal rule on credit damages, cf. ROBERTSON,
Characterization 269; for other cases see Note, What Law Governs the Meas-
ure of Damages? 14 Minn. L. Rev. (1930) 665, 669 n. 17,